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Mr. Jack R, Cralg HRE-83 
Unl ted States Department o f  Energy 
Feed Materials Productlon Center 
P .O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati, Ohio  45239-8705 

RE: Dfsapproval of the Proposed 
Plan for  the Interim Record 
of  Deci sion, for OU #3 

Dear Mr, Craig: 
The Unlted States Environmental Protectton Agency (U.S. EPA) has completed its 
review of' the Fro osed Plan (PP) for the Interim Record of Decision (ROD) for 
Operable Unit (OUp 3, The PP proposes to decontaminate some 200 structures in 
the Production Area, remove s p e d  materials from the structures, dismantle 
the structures, and store the majority o f  waste and debris prior to the f lna? 
ROD for OU 3 In Improved storage structures. 

Although the PP generally explains the rationale for the intertm action, the 
PP does not fully discuss the scop,e and role o f  the interim actlon i n  relation 
to other Production Area activities and the entire site cleanup. Also the 
plan incorrectly apptbs  severel of the nine evaluation crftaria as specified 
in the Hatha1 011 and Hazardous Substance Contingency Plan. 

The PP presents a risk assessment annlysls for the purpose of supporting 
documentation t o  satisfy the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA). 
The r l s k  assessment analysis presented In the PP i s  not required For such an 
Interim actlon under the Cmprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, 
and Llabil i t y  A c t  (CERCLA). Therefore, the rdsk assessment should be Included 
as an appendlx to the PP utth a dlscussion of i t s  NEPA requirements specified 
In the document. In addition, a risk assessment summary must be added to the 
PP which should: (1) Identtfy,  describe, and justify all major risk 
assessment assumptions; (2) Identify and discuss all mayor types' o f  risks, 
lncludlng radiation, Chemlcal , carcinogenic, and noncarclnogendc; (3) dlscuss 
potentlal short-term impacts: and (4) discuss the proposed eng 1 neer 1 ng 
controls and man1 toring 

Therefore, U S .  EPA disapproves the PP for the Interim ROD 
incorporation of' the attached comments. 

for OU P3 pending 
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The United Stater Department of Energy must Incorporate the comments i n t o  the 
?P ano submit a revised document t o  U.S. EPA within th ir ty  (30) days receipt 
of th is  letter. 

?lease contact me a t  (312) 886-0992 If you have any questions. 

CC: Graham M I  tchel I e CEPA-SWDO 
Pat Whitffeld, U.S. DOE-HDq 
Nick Kaufman , F'ERMCO 
Jim Thieting, FERMCO 
Paul Clay, FERMCO 
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Cementing OrgenieatJan: U.8,  E F A  Commentor: Saric  
smctlan I :  N / A  Psge 1: N/A Tdna I :  N/A 
original. Clanera1 Comment #l 
comment: The introductory Ucctfon oi: t.hu draft Propasad P l u n  

Thio discussion Shouhl 

(PPI for lnterh Action a t  opcsrablo Unit (OtJ] 3 ahauld 
fir8t diauuws the purporu of the PP and etreeo thn 
impartance of pubAiC input. 
fully explain that B ~t~parnce remedial investigetion 
and frsuibility study (RI/FS) tor: t h i s  Intatim aotion 
har not been canducted and thet t h i o  PO t u l f i l h  the 
National Oil and HaeardOUI Subetance Pollution 
Contingency P l a n  (Ne?) requiremonk fer h detailed 
analyaifs of alternatfver, Xn addition, rna first 
pnrnqrsphs of the PP Bhould identity t h e  Lead and 
eupport aqenoieo fer the Superfund activities being 
conduatad a t  the Fsrnald Enviromental manrqrmrnt 
Project '(PMaP) s i t e .  

comentinq organieationt U.8, BPA Commentor: Saric 
Gection I :  N/A Page #: N/A Line #: N/A 
or ig inal  General Coment $2 
comment: The PY doe6 not doocribe coordination of inter im sation 

a c t i v i t i e s  w i t h  sll prevlourly spptoved remova;l actions 
(AA) being conducted or planned a t  Q U 3 .  The PP should 
gully dieaurr the scope and role of the interim action 
Lor OU3 i n  re lat ion to other current and planned OU3 
rseponse sctionr. 
discuaoad I n  the PP: 

The following RAE should ba 

RA #7 - Plant 1 Pad Continuing Release 
RA #9 - Removal of Wasta rnventorica 
RA #13 - Plant 2 ore Silos 
RA tL4 - Contaminated Pails Adjacent t o  
aewage Treatment Plsnt Xnainerator 
RA #l5 - Scrap Metal Pi105 
RA #OB - Plant 7 Diemantling 
HA # l o  .I Btabllization of Uranyl Nitratr 
tnvantories 
RA Pa4 Pitat Plant Sump 
RA 435 - Nitric A c i d  Tank Car and Arms 
RA 1 2 6  - Asbestos Abatement Program 
RA #20 - Fire Training Facility 

a - i  
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commenting Organization: U.8. $PA Commenterr 8 ~ r j o  
section JI N / A  Pagm I t  N / A  Lina #: N/A 
orlglnal Genere1 cornmant $3 
Comment: The m o p e  and r o l e  of t h e  interim actfan and OU3 i e  not 

m e  PP 6hould explained in relation to the whole s i t a .  
deearibe tho ethrr OUa and the t i m i n g  for responge 
action0 far a l l  OUR. Tho PP should also brlofly 
darcribe tho numerous Rnr, besides thoee specifically 
involving OW (aee Original Ganerrsl Comment 121, 
bwauas thet3e RAe play  an important role in ovarrll 
rirk reduutian a t  the PEblP site. 

commentinq orqaiization: U. a. EPA cmrnentori sar5.0 
Saction # t  N / A  Page C t  N/A Line I :  N/A 
original Cenaral Cornnmnt 84 
Comment: The PP discussas both A l t e m e t i v e  No. 0 ,  No A E t k m ,  and 

Alternative No. I ,  NO tnterim Action. The Alternhtive 
NO. 0 disaueelan is unnecessary and should be deleted. 

Commenting Organiahtion: U.S. EPA colamantat.: sar io  
Beceian b': N/A Pegs i l :  N/A Line I :  H/A 
Original General Comment: #5 
Comment: Th8 definition@ of the nina evaluation orlterin are not 

wholly oon.iStmit with thooa contained i n  the NCP and 
U.S .  EPA's RI/PE guidance. The definitions ehould be 
revised in accordance w i t h  the appropriate specific 
technical comwnts tha t  tIolLowc 

commenting orqanlzation: U,$, EPA Commentor: S a t i c  
6rction 0 :  N / A  Page i f :  N/A Line t :  N/A 
Oriqinal General ColamenS # d  
coxuncnt: me evaluation criteria Of Overall Protection of Human 

Health snd the Environment and BoaUction of Taxicity, 
MObiLity, or Volume of Contaminanta Through Raatmnt 
were net properly agpllcd during the detailed analysis 
ot  altetnativem and tha canparicon of altorneitlves. 
These esctfons need t o  be revfead f n  accordance with 
the appropriatm specific technical comments t h a t  
fullow. 

Commentinq Organization: U . S .  EPA ' Cammantor: Sario 
seation I: 1.0  Raga a !  1-1 tine I :  N / A  
Ori9inal speciflo Comment I1  
Cornraent: In accordance with U.S. EPA'e "Guidance on Prrparinq 

Suparrfund Decidon Dacumsntn: The Propoasd Plan ,  Tho 
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Record of DmofrrAon, Explanation of Significant 
Differences, The HeoorU of Decis ion Amondrnent,n dated 
July 1989, the urpoee of the PP mhould be discussad a t  
the  very beginn T np of tho document. Seut ion  1.3 should 
therefore be moved to Sect.ior\ \. ci. 

comtnantinq organization: U.8. CPA COtt!n\entor: Satic 
sectloti C :  1.0 Psqe t: 1-1 Line t :  a7 
Original Bpecifio Cement  # 2  
Comment: In aooordanco wlth U.S. EPA guidance, a brief 

diecussian identifyinq the  lead and support aqencies 
. for Buperfund a C f i V i t j t m  at the  PEMP site wad the role 

of! each agency i n  remedy selection 6 h O U l f f  be added 
altar the sentence ident i fy ing the  etatutory authority 
being used t o  h V e 6 t i g a f O  and clean up We PeM, site. 

comentinq Orqn n I t a t  i an : tJ .  9. EPA Commrntor: Saric 
Saction J: 1.1 Page I :  1-3 and 1-4 Line I t  a i - a o ,  1113 
Original 6pecIfl.c comment: I3 
Comment: Although it is important to inrotrn the community that 

without the interim action, exposure t o  FEMP 
contaminants is and wauld be controlled by current 
maintanam& and monitoring programs, prerenting this 
point before gresrantfng the ratibnsle f o r  the interim 
action makes tho argument for interim eation lass 
calapelllnq. ma retianale for the  interim action 
ehould therefore bo moved before kbe diecussion of 
current msintenance and monitoring programs. 

Cooamentiny Organization: u.S.  EPA Commentor: Sarlc 
Sect ion I :  1.1 Paqa I :  1-4 Line I: 14-28 
griqinel sprcific comment $4 
Comment;: The rationale in t h i s  paragraph should be strengthanad 

slqnifieantly. First o f  a l l ,  U.S. EPA guidance ia not 
the %bAvmr* for tnie act ion,  nor does it g i v s  
permission t o  propose an interla aotion. 
Comprehensive Enviranmrntal Remponmo. Cornpenortion and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) as amended by tho Superfund 
Amendment and Reauthorirslian Act (SARA) 8nd the NCP 
mandate t h a t  the l e d  agency, the U.S .  Department eC 
Energy ( U . 8 .  DQE) in rhia CaLe, take action t D  reduce 
r i s k  as goon ae porslale. U.S. DOE i s  not given 
pormiesion t o  act. It im instead required t o  fulfill 
its rompaneibilitiam as the femd agency far 
implementing the Sup8rfund program a t  its tecilitice. 
In proposing this intagim action, which ahould Bove 4 
yaara and over $300 million d d l 8 r 8 ,  u.a. DOE is 
meetinq.ita rosponoibilities as the lead agency. 
yarugraph rrhould be teviued to re-present t h a  rationale 

The 

This 
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far thirj interim aation. ThAu paragraph should also be 
modo the Pirat parayraph i n  Seotion 1.1. 

commenting arganiaetion: U.S. ?PA Commentor: Saric 
section I :  1.1 Page #: 1-4 Line # a  14-28 
Original spsctric Comment #5 
comment: This paragraph mhauld spacfffcally referanu. u.&. =A'@ 

WuMe to Develo ing Superfund No Acfian, ZnterLm 

ThLa quick rofrrence i a o t  mhect givr6 an exmmpie ef an 
interim action t h a t  dfractly applima t o  th io  proposed 
interim aation. The f e c t  rheet statas that %.laeating 
cuntaraln&ted material from one area of a aite (a,q., 
romidential yardo) t o  another mrea of the aite tor 
temporary etarage until a Ueoi8Con on how beet to 
manags r i t e  waste6 is madun Is one possible typr of 
inter irn act iolr 

Action, and Conk '1 ngency Ruaedy HOUera1 dated A p r i l  1991. 

Cornraentinq Orqanlration: U.S, EPA Commentorr slrric 
Section $: I. 1 Page I ;  1-5 Line #: N)A 
original Specific Comment #a 
Commontr "his ssctton ahoula explain Ln more detail thr mope 

and tala of this interim a c c l o n  Ln relation t o  ova and 
in relation ta athor 00s and RAP, e~pecially thQea 
involving decontamination and dismantling (DrD) os 003 
coarponenta (Plant 1 Ore SiLoa and Plant 7 DiaBantlinq}. 
See Original G b n U r d  Cammentn #2 and a ,  

Commenting Oxqanization: U . 8 .  EPA Comaentor: aaric 
8cctinn i: 1.2  Paye p i  1-6 Llno I: 7-32 
original Spacific Comment 17 
Comment: The warding of this paragraph makes it seem t h a t  the 

evailability of funding is the primary donsideratton in 
8aMdUling specfffo OU3 aornponents for D&b. Tbe 
primary Goneiderstion In CCnPdullnq OLD ehould ba risk 
rrductfan. 
otructuree ehould undergo D&D f i r m t .  
should be revised t o  otresa these  points. 

The moot contamhated  and dilapidated 
Thier paragraph 

coslssenting Organization: U.B. EPA Commentor: aerlc 
Seotlon t :  1.2 Page #: a-6 Line I :  N/A 
Oriqinal Spcoiflc Comment P6 
Comment: -The primary caasan for implemenCin9 t h h  interim action 

i o  to s a w  tine in implamenting the  OUJ raarady. 
graphic in the draft  Fact Sheet  for the PP rnt l t l rd  
%amparieon of schedules tor t h e  Alternativean 
illumtrataa how the interim action B ~ V ~ E  time and 

The 
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should ba h c l u d a d  in this aaction of the PP or 
elrowhere in the PP, am appropriatr, 

Commenting Organization: U.5, EPA camentor: saric 
~ection I: 1 . 3  Pmg. #: 2-12 and 2-33 Line #: All 
original BpeclPio cummont #g 
comsnt: This Section dMm not mention many o f  the related RAe 

Por OU3. Several of these Rhs addreee Dbb of specific 
0U3 colPgOnsntm. This 8aatlon should be revload t o  
indude a l l  tha RAm being conducted or plsnnsd for OU3. 
See Original Cenersl Comment t 2 ,  

Cemmentinq OrqanleatFon: U.S.  EPA ccnnmentor : sar i c  
Section C: 3 . 0  Pagm #: N/A bin. I :  N/A 
original Speciriu Comment $10 
comment: A aubsection iheuld be added t o  tho end of Section 3.0 

OU3. As required by 0 . 8 .  EPA quldancs, thia nmw 
subnactlan ehould ooncludm with.the following 
utatemont: "Actual or khx:ehtened releaoos af hazardous 
S U b B t a t I C e s  from this nit., I f  nclt addreoocd by the 
preferred 8 l tornat ive  or one of the other aotive 
measwau considered, may prmaent a current a t  potantiel 
threat t o  public health, welfare, or the snvlranment." 

t that gualltatlvmly eummisrizcre rlmks asooohted with 

CoAlmont ing OrganAeation : U, 8 .  8PA Commmter:  Sario 
section I: 3,1 Page #: 3-1 Line P: 8-16 
original apecific comment 1 2 1  
comment: Thir mcction should b8 deleted bacruae it is 

unnecessary. Tho Oiecueeion ot the No Interim Aotion 
alternative b sufficient to m 8 0 t  the NCP regulreacnt 
for evaluation of a no action alternatkve. 

Commenting ffrqanitatfont U . S .  EPA Commarntor: Saric 
I O c t i O n  f i :  3 , 4  Page I f :  1-6 Line I :  x4-18 
Original Specific Comment 412 
C a m a n t :  Thie paragraph should ba revised to stress that the 

achedulr for OU3 aompnnmt b&U v i 1 1  be baaed primarily 
on r i s k  redu8tion and w i l l  take Anto consideration the 
availabllfty of tundm, tochnical oonsideratlonm, and 
athex factarm. 880 oxiqinal bpraific Comment 48 .  

Commenting Organization: U.6. EPA comrntofr Sarfe 
Section X :  4 , 1  Page #: 4-1 Line $: 8-23 
original Spooific Comment $13 
conwmt: hlternativsa are evaLuatcd against nina walwtion 

crlttvris, not seven evaluation C r i t C Y i B .  The mOdLZyLng 

1-9 



criteria of sta te  acoeptance and community acceptance 
ahould be added t o  the bulleted liblt. 
after t h e  list ahauld discuss the three cmtmqarLes the 
nine oriteria fall into - thresbold, balancing, and 
modifying - and Mwnald explain what soah oategory 
mane. To the extent that stat* and aamsunity conoarns 
are  known, they ehould be discueosd In the PP, Also, 
the d h c u s s i a n  of state  and community acceptance in 
Lines 17 t o  23 rrhould be moved to separate oeat$ono 
after seotion 4 . 1 . 7 .  

The  peragraph 

Commenting Organizetian: U.S. EPA Comm8ntor: Sarlc 
. Sclction f :  4 . 1 . 1  Page ,#: 4 - 1  and 4-2 Line 4': a l l  

Original Speoifia Comment e14  
comment: The explanatinn at' the  "Overall Protection of Humin 

Health and the mvironment" crfterlan.should be revise4 
to conform to the definition in We NCP and U.8. -A's 
R T / M  guidance, Spacifiarl~y, the firat sentence and 
t h e e  2 through 5 on Page (1-2 ehauld be rcvileed. 
Simply etated, thim criterion asaoesee whether an * 
alternative cbn grovida ad8quate proteetian In both the 
ehart- and long-tam through eliminating, reducing, or 
controlling expoeure t o  eontaninante. 
sxplaino how adequate protection i m  schieved and 
consfdars short-tam or crosr-media impacte. 

Thle ariterion 

Commenting Organieationi U.S. EPA Cammentot: Baric 
Section #: 4 . 1 . 2  Page 9 :  4-2 Line 1: 6-10 
Original Specific C m e n t  # l S  
Comment: The explanation of the "CompLdsnce with ARARsm 

criterion should be revisoa Ln accordance v i th  the 
definition in the NCP. Also, the  acronym HARARn rhoold 
be d e f h t d ,  and the waiver aonospt should be explainad. 
The acronym V B C M  should also be deiined en4 eXplained, 
specifiaally haw ctiteria, policy,  or gufdance t o  be 
aowidered (TDC) differ Z r c m  applicable ox relevant and 
appropriate reguiromants (ARAR). In additlon, the word 
f f f inr l"  on Cfna 7 should &e d e l e t e d ;  a11 CERCLA 
remedial actions (final or i n t e r i m )  must attain A R A R ~  
or provide qrounde far a waiver .  

Cwunentinq Organisat~on: U,S. ZPA Commentor: Baric 
Gsobion 4 ;  4 . 1 . 2  Pagr I?:  4-2 Line  I r  22-24 
Original  SgcciLic Comment I 1 6  
Comment: A n  NCP C i t a t i o n  should bc provided for k h h  8tstement 

or elme t h e  statrment ahould be d u l r t e d .  

1-6 



camicrrntinq Organization: U-S.  EFA Commentor: Baric 

otlqinal specific Comment #I7 
Comment: 

Section t :  4 . 1 . 5  Pago #: 4-3 Lin8 #: 20-23 

The referenos t o  the preferred alternative should be 
deleted from this diaaussion bvcallse thir discussion 
oxplains the evaluation criteria and does not present 
thr slternntiver ovaluation. T h i s  .action should 
grovido additional information regarding whrt the 
reduction of toxicity, mbbilAty, car volume of 
contaminants aritarian aveluatas.  (mla oectian ohouid 
also -plain that although sa# treatment i m  proposed 
in Alternatives 2 an4 3 ,  the reduction of t o x i c i t y ,  
mobility, or volume o i  contaminants criterion w i l l  be 
fully evaluated a8 p8,rt of t h e  P8 for thr f i n a l  Ou3 
remadial action. U.S. DOE ohould not. that 
debentamination is not  i n  and of Itself txeaCllnant that 
reduGeE% the t Q X $ - C i t y ,  mobility, Qr voluna Of 
contaminants. 

CrzrmmQnting arqanlzation: U . S .  8PA Commentor: Saric 
Seation #: 4 . 2 . 6  Page I t  4-8 Line I :  7-9 
oriqinal Spsmific Comment #aa 
Comment: This acction ahould disause the administrative 

difficulty 5n continuing to ~ddr8S8 the deterforeting 
condition of bU3 componants using removal authority. 
Continuing by using removal authority raqukes multiple 
studlee, plans, requlatory raWiew, end publia Ooment 
periods for similar actions. 

Commenting organization: U.S. LPA Commentor: saric 
S ~ c t ~ O r I  #: 4 . 2  Page Y ;  9-0 ?Una #; N/R 
Original Specif ic  Commmnt l 1 9  
cement: New subeectione shoqld be eddsd t o  addreae the critaria 

of S ta te  Accagtanua &t¶d COnImUnity Acceptance. 

commenting brg~nisetionr U.S. EPA Commentox: Saric 
Section C: 4 .3 .5  Page #: 4-a5 Line #: 2 4  
~riginal specific comment t 2 0  
Comment: Decontamination itself deem reduce the  nobility of 

oontaminanta because it doae net treat t h e  contralnents - it: mrrely trenofcta them f a  other msaia. On-site 
treatment of eontaminants w i l l  occur utsinq exieting 
PEHP facilitiee bacred on the t i i s cu~s ion  in Section 3 . 0 .  
The dlscurrrion i n  this section ahould be reviaed 
aoaordlngl y . 

1-7 
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Commenthg organization: U.S. EPA co~~larntorr Beric 
isection if; 4 * 3  Page #: 4-16 Line I :  N/A 
oriqhal  Speeific Comment )a& 
cenunentr New subeeatiana ahauld be added to address the crfturie 

of 18t;bte Accoptancr and Community Accaptanca. 

Commenting organieatjon: U . 0 ,  $PA CwYPmntar: 6aric 
seation I :  4.4 .1 ,  Page I: 4-18 Lina I :  1-2 
original Bpncific Comaant #a2 
Cement: Thio osntsncm a t a t o r  that  AltekrnattVe 3 cauld rrwlt in 

a potrntial acarliratian of t h e  oleanup of O W .  ~aforo 
and after t h h  ~ection, the wooleration of the OV3 
clranup by Irnplrmmtlnq Alternativa 3 Lm presentad in 
Fare certmln tams. Thir 8~1tenCe should bo aaneiatsnt 
with ether similar mcateamnts in tho PY. Also, tha 
graphla from the dra f t  Fact Shact tor the PP antitlea 
"ComparSeon o f  Sckedulee for the Alternativomn nhould 
be added to this aretion because it  l l l u a t r a t e e  the 4- 
year t h e  aavibtl6 that  vi11 rraulk f r o m  i~plotnant~nq 
Alternative 3 very well. 

Comnrenthg Organioation: U.S. EPA commmntor: Saric 
Seatfan #: 4 . 4 . 6  PagB P :  4-30 Cine i: 1 - i a  
Original Spacific Commant 123 
Comment: The bisuursion in t h i e  rrct$on should be revised in 

accordance with Original Specirlo Comment $20, 

Commenting organis~tian: U.S. WA Coamentor : Sar ic 
loct ion #: 4 . 4  Pago 4-31  t ine I: M/A 
oriqina) Rpecl fic C a m m n t  #24 
Comment: New subuectians should be added to aabr88c the criteria 

a i  State AccmptMao and Community Aceegtancr, 

cammentlng organization: UaB. $PA Commentor: Baric 
sact ion #; 5 . 1 . 1  Page $: 3-3 to S-3 Linr #: N/A 
Original. Specifio Comment 125 
Comment: Tha oxiterion of Overall Protaction of Human Health and 

tne tmvironment i s  a threshold criterion; it 5. not 
meaourad in deqreal o f  overall protection, 
detailma analyeis idantifie6 a l l  three kltarnati.veB @I 
being protective, each using dif fcrent rasthode. This 
section and Tahla 5-1  rhould be rmvLrad t o  delete 
rrferances t o  one alternative providing greeter 
protectivanese than anather. 

The 
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Commentinq Organization: U.8. EPA Comaentor: Sario 
Seotion #: 5 . 1 . 5  Page #: 5-3 Llne 8 :  N/A 
original SpcciCic Comment #26 
Commrnt: The dimoueoion in this seation end Table 5-1 ahould be 

revired in accordcrnec with Original Specifla CO&ment 
# 2 0 .  
Mobility, or Volume of Contaminant. Thraugh Treatment, 
a l l  comparisons and svaluations muat be made i n  regard 
t o  treatmrrnt, not other nontrmatmnt factor&, even 
though othar nontrrobent factors may raducm toxicity, 
mobility, or volume of contaminants. 

undrr the criterion af Heduction in  'Paxicity, 

Cammentiny organhetion: U.8 .  EPA Commentor: liaric 
section I :  5.1.6 Page Y: 5-5 Linm #: 15-20 
original Sprcitic cammnt 1 3 7  
Commrnt: The section oheuld include 8 discussion of the 

d i f f i c u l t y  i n  oontinuing to addrsee the deterioration 
crf the 003 componanta \!sing retnaval authori ty .  .8ae 
original Specific Coment # l a .  

commenting organlaation: u.8. EPA Cornentor: Saric 
Section I I 5 . 1  Paye #: 5-6 Line # I  N/A 
original Specific Comment $28 
Comment: New subsectione mhould be added t o  mvuluate haw the 

three alternatives cornpara to each other againat the 
S t a t e  Acceptunce and Eammunity Acceptance criteria, 

Commcntlnq Orqanizathtl  U.S. EPA cotmentor: saric 
section I :  s . a  page #: 5-6 Line  #; 1o-a.l 
Or$ginal Rpecificr Caosment / 2 9  
comment: This sentence should be revised by t h e  delation af the 

phraee " t o  the maximum 8Xtfdnt possible," 

Commenting Organitation: U.S. EPA Commentor: saric 
Section t: 6 , O  Page 0 :  N / A  Line d :  N/A 
OrSqinal Specific Commant I 3 0  
comaant: The purpose o f  Sactfon 6 . 0  ie unclear. This tme of 

di6cuseion i 6  not repuirod by CBRC'LJb regulmtions or 
guidance. Unlesr U.S. DOE has borne ather reason to  
inaluda it, it should be de3,etod. 

Commenting Organitation: 0.19. EPA Commentor! maria 
seation I !  7 . 0  Page I :  N/A Line d :  N/A 
orig inal  Spacitic CoRmant 131 
Cement: Xn the flnal PP, the date# of the public comment period 

and the data, time, and plaoe of the publio meeting 
ehuuld be includod in th ie  section. 
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